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December 13, 1988

Mr. Robert Morgan
Ut.ah StaEe Engineer
Department of Natural Resources
I 600 West South Temple
Salb Lake City, Utah 84115-3155

Dear lvlr. Morgan:

The Utah County Commission thanks you for your kindhospitality and your wirringness to listen to our concerns
regarding the i.mpending reduction of fl.ow in the provo tlj.ver.
Your commenbaries indicated that you fully appreciate the
seriousness of our concern regarding how this prospect wil I
impact Ubah Countyts environment and the health and welfare ofiLs people.

As y9u no doubt noticed, w€ feel. so strongly about thesubject thaL we have not only required advice from our own count.y
al-torney, but have aLso employed independent private counsel, dswell as sought assistance from area engi.neering and ecologicalexperts. With that information we are firmly of the beli.ef t-hat
mi nimum flows must be maintained in the Provo niver and it would
appear that the Bureau of RecLamationrs estjmate of .100 c.f.s. isbare minimum and that your office should aceept that as the leastflow LhaL would be accept.able.

One factor that has disturbed us is the fact that the Bureauof ReclamaLion and the Provo River Water Users Associal-ion an<lcerLajn SalE Lake County interests seem to think you are capl.iveto bheir concept of the law and t-hab you witl delegate or forfeityour responsibiliLy bo them. They have spoken publicly as to
whab wjtr be done as if it were a "fajt a-compti" and Lrrat your
del-ermination wasn't necessary. As elected olf icials we resent
these conclusions by bureaucrats. we not. only look upon your
office.as important, w€ arso look upon your posibion is n6ing
deter:minative of many of the issrres surioundjng the River. inconLrast, w€ believe those bodies who treat your office wibh a
measure of disregard have no greater, if not fewer, rights Lhanthose of other vested interests of the River.
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IL is our recommendation to you, which we urge wi th aII
defer:ence your authority, that you instruct the Provo River
Commission to require the Provo River's flow and distribution to
be in accordance with the lvlorse Decree, (Civil No. 1888, in t-he
F'ourth Judicial District Court in and for Utah CounLy) which is
somet.imes called the Provo River Decree. The provisions of this
Decree should be honored and enforced unless and until Lhere is
an agreemenL Lo tlre c;ontrqry betr*een Lhe other downstream owners
and the Salt Lake County interest,s. We are confident t,hat a
reasonable and diplomatic approach to the problem would resolve
the issues by agreement rather than by high-handed usurpation of
your aubhority.

We hope thab you can appreciate how serious we are in our
request.s of you, however, w€ are deeply anxious that you know
that we will take whatever steps we deem necessary to protect- not
only our countyrs ecological and environmental interests in the
Provo River, but also our citizens fundamental interests and
ownership rights in the River. We deem due process of law to be
of critical importance in our American system of government and
we will be quick to defend those basic principles.

Again, Iet me thank you for your hospitality.
Respectfully,

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
UTAH COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH
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